B«ar **i®» decant declassifies tion^/ internal correspondence 8/6/75 

Aa Lelsinger'a lettered promised, yesterday X received aone of the internal 
correspondence for which I d asked. As I’d ouspaoted, it was a selective delivery, 

I read their semantics correctly* they reaj ended with s me only. to advance, in the 
long letter trying to get him to avoid £ty having to appear over* paurioas withholdings 
invocations of the las, I asked for those I suspected then were not coming. 

I got quits tired yesterday and wound up triable to keep ay eyes open, I read 
these documents and fell asleep over soae clippings. 

One thing is clear* there was no voluntary declassification of the ?/22 transcript 
° n ^ f 8 V ^3 h • pes i 5ona ^^ 9 ? or it, The dacisdon was made to doel&aaify rather face 
another 2302-73 suit* X believe a liar interpretation of the relevant record that is 
here is that with that salt we forced a ^consideration of a number of decisionsJmd 
stEfie positions, This may be reading too much into it. I t h ink it is possible. 

I got a huzaako page that may have been withheld by accident by also happens 
to be a page mabarxassiag to the official story, a tommy page. 

fhere is a case where the CIA took months to respond to a simple Archives 
request on this, The letter was by Toiing, 

I am to hoar from the CIA, Archives is withholding the list of documents about 
which Archives asked iilk as internal co^unieations. I think this should be challenged, 
fairly repiadly.I 21 do it as soon as 1 have enough to go on. I my ^ust file a 
olaaket appeal based on toiainger’s letter, phrased to 5 .eke it conditional upon ids 
response. I H think about it whan I can, I’m just trying to uniats you until 1 can 

oopiea fox you. Hot for your ia&ediate consideration, bti»r thiam are more 
important in your time allocations now* 


In three cases I got Johnson’s handwritten notes to others. They mr have had 
no better records. Those he dealt with included Dooley. (Art-Mr) 

to. short. I’m saying this small sample can confirm my figure. They 

do react and 1 think it is from the record of willingness to pursue. 

to response to ry request for the records of classification and edclassificatioa 
they sent m sheets of numbers submitted for consideration and the response, which 
in no case identifies a single Kosenko document as such and ia no ease response in 
thosy tarns. There is no ea«e of a reason being given for withholding any of these 
Kosenko documents except that with the smaller CIA sheaf I have not checked each 
oftt and ^obably can t without the missing list. Where they have vcluntaril:-- given 
m<te the JBI list and withheld the CIA one, 2 think their situation on an anneal is 
no, a good one if they base it on the exemption, as they sees to have. 

to one or some oases the CU refers to the protection of sources, l f this is 
aoseafco there is no case at all and there has to be a different reason. One question 
I have xs must the Archives without question abide by an agency’s decision or desire? 
frm when they know it is spurious? Don’t take tine to answer, I issan to inform only, 
j. 11 ra*se this question anyway. Bit I’ll have a lot of work making comparisons. 

I’ve learned that all those early slip sheets on withholding attributed to a 
lerter from dorbert Schloi means that this guy, t ten ia the QJ Office of legal 
Counsel, wrote a short letter with an attached list. Those he did not authorise letting 
out by i^araing the liit are the ones referred to by this slip sheet. did not wrlto " 
a ret ter or give a reason on each. 


This also indicates what we could accomplish if we were more than two ead/or if 
those who are talkers and self-seekers could be unselfish workers. %st, ^ 


